Tentative Program for Archeolopical Receerch at Fort Frederick,
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rederick was part of & chain of forts built along the western
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frontiers of the British Colonies in fmerica during the French and Indizn
Var of the mid-18th century., Its imposing remazins, relative isolation,

znd historical obscurity have made it zn object 2f curiosity for over ¢

.”

century. Interest in preserving, restoring, znd reconstruvcting the fort
culminated in restoration of the fort walls and some minor reconstructisn
during the 1930's. Before additional reconstruction is undertsken, it is
imperative that thorough historiczl, archeologiczl, and architectursl
investigations are made. Inzdequate resezrch may result in serious
misreprGSFntétions, & waste of money, and, in the case of archeoslogy,
actuzl destructinn of irreplaceable historical znd zrcheslorical dmte.
The present report attermpts to irdicate the nsture of the historicel and
archeolocicel data which are @lready, available for Fort Frederick and

surgest & program for additionel reseerch,

The following deta have bean gathered from readily available printed
archives end histories. ZIZxcept &s noted, &ll sources knowm to have been
onsulted By previous writers have been reviewed. In order to be &s

explicit as possivle about the nature of the avsilzble historical datls
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describing the original zppesr

from all original sourcass zre quoted in full (evcept for & few which




<7 " in & letter written a month later to his brother he says "As soon as some

N

Hlost writers assert or sumgest thet Gov. Horetio Sherpe versonczlly

planned Fort Frederick (e.g., Browm 1923: 102; Porter 1936: 1; Scherf
1882, vol. 2: 1296),‘but the eviderce is eﬁtirely circumstantial. Late

in May, 1756, Sharpe wrote to Calvert that.he wes " . . o prepzring to
set»off:for the Trontiers to', . . construct & strﬁng Fort on the Horth
Mountain &t least to oversee for & while & put the Officers in such a way
& give them shch Directions as will eﬁable them to compleat it in the

best manner & fender it most defensible; This Journey of mine I think the
more necessary s Engineers.or persons of HMilitary Evperience & Skill ere
not to be found iﬁ this part Bf the ¥World & as Fort Cumberland & little
places of Defence that.have been built in the two Neighboring Colonies
are_by-no means such as I would have built on the Frontiers of this
Province" (Archivéé; &ol. 6: Li23). Sharpe zlso wrote to his brother:

"L inpend to proceed to the Frontiers next Monday or Tuesday to give
OrderS'abouf conerﬁcting_the Fort % Block fiouses that are to be built
there, &‘aé the Officers zre a&ll Nov}ces I believe I shell tarry there
witﬁ them.three Weeks or a ionth . : ." (Archives, vol. 4: L430). Sharpe
abparently arrived zt the site zbout June 8 (s. Hemilton 1898: 283-3, 285).
In mid-July he‘wrote.to Lord Baltimore that " .'; My presence here will
I apprehend.be absolutely necess;ry till the Vork is pretty far advanced
'all our Men being raw & undiciplined & alliggr Officers ignorant of every

thing that relztes to Fortifications or Places of Defence . .A. (Archives,

vol. 6: L52). , Sharpe finzlly returned to Annzpolis in mid-August, end

Barrzcks were finishsd for the Accomodztion of the Garrison; & the other
Yorks reised enough to cover the ilen & to give the 0fficers zn Idez of

them & returned hither the 14th

i~y

what I would have done, I took mr Leave o

of lzst month ., . ." (Archivzs, wol. &: L3%).
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Daring the ssme summer thet Sharpe wes overseeing the construction

of Fort Frederick, Col. George vashingvon was building Fort Loudoun &t

Winchester, Virginia, about 35 miles to the south. Sharpe states thzt

Washington visited him at Fort Frederi¢k.(Archives,‘vol. 6: L68), and a
number of writers have suggested thst Wushington msy have had some hand
4n the planning of the fort (Porter 1936:.1; ScarBorough 1931). Zvidence
of Wéshington;s influence is said to be found in the similar outlines of
the bastions, fhe design of the entrances, snd the presence of two -
interior wells at both Fort Frederick znd Fort Loudoun (Anonymous, 1924).

'
However, the forms of both forts are characteristic of the period and,

as we will see lalter on, there was only one well inside Fort Frederick.

ch

One writer zsserts that Fort Frederick was designed by a Ridout of Anne
Arundel County vho wss & nevhew of Jonn Ridout, Secretzry of Stzte under
Sharpe, but no supporting data are given or cited (McKinsey 1941).

1

Cov. Sharpe secldom provides any descriptions with his frequent

references to the fort, znd when he-aqes they are tentalizingly brief.
Soon zfter his return to Annapolis, Sharpe wrote to.Celvert ewpleining
tﬁat "As I apérehended that the French would e'er long teach their Indian
£1lies to anproach and set fire to our Stoccado or Uooden Forts I thought
proper to build Fort Frederick »f Stone, . . The Fort is not finished but
the Garrison are well coversd & will with é little Assistance compleat it
at their 1eisﬁreﬁ (Archives, vol. 6: Ldh). To Gov. Dinwiddie of Virginia
he wrote "Je face the Bastions & Curtazins with Stone & shzll mount on eacﬁ
of the Rastions =z Sii pouhder. The RBarrscks will receivé & lbdge'very
commoiiously 220 Men heside Cfficers % on Occzsion near twice thei number,

Y,

I do nnt know whether our Commissioners will have Money enough to complest

it zgreestle to my Plan® {(irchives, vol., 6
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wrote to the Lowsr House: “In compliance with your Reguest, I send you a

™,

Plen of Tort-Frederict, ond @ Letler from Sapt. Zeull, whence you may learn
what are the dimensiaﬁs of'that:Eort, apd whet Forwardness it is in. . .

I zoprehend such z Fort as I hsve directed to be constructed on the
Horth-iountain, will not e complegt°d or less thazn £5077. From the
Agentc.ﬁccquntc you may learn how much hss been zlrexdy evpended thereon,
end the Plan znd Letter abovémentionedgwill shew »ou what Work . .-'.;,yet
remains to be evecuted! '(irchives, vol. 52: 515-8), The plen raferred to,
or any‘other, has_not 5§en located, but we do huve Capt. iflexander 2esll's
letter dated zt Fort Frederick on September 13 1756: "Yours of the 4.1
Capt. Dagworthy hes veceived aﬁd throt! his Illn2ss Requested me to zcquaint

70U, . . o the Oorges of the Fastions, will be Inclosed with the utmost

- ¢k

Eypedition the Curtzin Linas is carry'd on as £ollows. the North “est with

-\D

Timber Seven feet and zn hslfi hign, the Morth Zast with Timter Six fest
high, the South wsszt with Stone one nalf Seven snd half feet high the other
part four and an half feet hign, tne South EBast five fest hi

and half wey from the Gate Eastwsrd ths Same Heighth., . . . Hazve tnis Day

[

from Lanczster on

(o]
3
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Engzged Some more Carpenters and evpzcy sone lHas

rf)
on

tondey nevt, and is now about.getting the Stoccades hzve aboulb thirty

f

housend Ericlks ﬁﬁvldoq, « o« o the South Egst Ourtsin is now carried to

T 5w e o T

-the End the Timbers are ready for the Officers Zarre cst (Archives, vol. 52 7).

T

Some inferences. about the appezrznce of the fort can be mzde from the

reletive ¢ostS of various items in the following zccount (Arcal es, vol,




The - Public for Zuilding = Fort, and Supporting 270 ilen

on the Tfastern Frontier till 17tn Feb. 1757.
Jr. . : 1
To Error in Debit Side of former Account, . « » » . 70 O o

bz

(&2

oty e v 0 o . 69 3

To Carpenters for ¥ork dore &t the

To leggon Hire at Ditto, o« o« v ¢ ¢« v ¢ o o ¢« « « o O8 9

To Hasons Work ab Di%to, o o v v % v v o v o oo . 21 12 9
To Sawyers Vork at Ditto, + v 4 s a0 s e . ... .1l O D
To Nails for the Fort o . v o v ¢ v v v v o v o o0 O 5 L
To Labourers Weges at Ditto,.,A, ,‘, e e e e e .. 11D 9
To.PrOVisiqns for Ebrkmen.at Ditto, g 9 o o o o o .jh7 15 3

TO 1 empt:,’ Hoﬂ'she{:d, . . L) ¢ o ¢ o o . . . L] LI ] ] O 10 O

«Q

To Charges attending the Service « v 4 ¢« v « » . o 11 15 0

To lznce in fgsnts Hands unexpended, « . . . . ..153 17 3

K‘d

£ 1,96 1 7

The original appropristion for the Fort, made in May, 1756, was
supplémented with zdditional funds in Cctober, 1756 (irchives, vol., 6:
LoL-5). Over.a rear leter it sasems that the fort wes still not compleied
beczuse in becember, 1757, the House of Sbiegates notified Sharve that
"Near the Sﬁm of £5000 hes been e#penxed'inléurchasing the Ground belonging
to and'containing Fort Fredsriék; znd tho' we hzve not any evact Informztion
what Sum may»stililbe wanting toAcompleat it, (ir ever it shezll be thought

prover to be done) vet we are afraid the Sum requisite for thzt Purpose,

must be considerzdle, and we sre epprehensive thzt Fort is so large, that

in Case of Attack, it czunnot be defendad without & Humber of ¥en larger
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vince can support, purely to maintsin & Fortificetion”

Archives, vol. 5%5: 359),
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Fort Frederick was used as & supply depot during preparations for
the Forbes cempasign in 1758, and in 4pril of that year St. Clair,

quartermazster general of the Britisn forces in Americz, notified Sharpe
i

thzt he had given soms money to Lieut. Esssett to ". . . repeir the

Magazines [sic, plurel/ at Fort Frederick" (4rchives, vol. 9: 169).

By the end of 1758, probably somewhzt earlier, the Fort was no longer

gerrisoned (A;chives, vol. 9: 319; Pfdﬁter 1936: 2L3). 4n official
communication to Englend in December, 1761, states "There are two Forts
in the Western part o% this Province on Potomack flver, one Czlled Fort
Frederick and the othé Fort.bgmberland, the forﬁer is far the Strongest,

it1s exterior Lines teing 120 yards, the Curtezin end Bastions are faced

with & thick'stone wzll, and it Contains Bearracks for 300 men, but it is

n-

not-at this time g risoned . . ." (frchives, vol. 32: 25).
Abouf a vear after it was last garrisoned it was decided to lease
the land add fort " . . . so as to preserve the House [Eic, singulaz?
alresdy built thereon . . " (ArChiV;S, vol. 31: L13). According to a
secgndary source, zn unrecorded lease of the fort and property was mzde
t; Hlenry Heinzman on. Da,uﬂber 25, 1769 (Stockbridge 1895: 75L). The lezse
states thap ", .. there is not any garrison or soldiers at“the szid
Fort Frederick, znd severzl persons who live &t or near the said fort do,
and if ‘not prevented, will continue to make grezt weste snd déstruction of
the said fort and improvements‘by burning the plank end other msterials®
(quoied by Stockbridge 1895: 75L).
Thé.fertubccasionélly served as a'sﬁépover'for traders or militia
(Stevens end Kent, series 21AL7: 59; series 21650, pt. 2: 120},

3

durins Fontizc's uprising in 1763 Sharpe orderPd that arms be returnsd

o the fort and thet it be mede aveilable as a place of refuge for the

settlers, Sherpe notified ", . . Doctor Heinzman (who having been
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Surgeon to the Mzrylsnd Trooovs has for some time lived at & teken Care

of the Tort) .. " and * , ., . whose Care the Xeys of the Fort were

.Committed to-admit. them into it on Condition thet they do not in any

respact injure the Buildinzs . . " (rchives, vol. 1h: 190; vol. 32: 60).
Several hundred pergohs are séid_to nave sougnt refuge in the fort

during August (Arc11"° s, vol. 1lh: llh; Browvm 1931: 3), but by the end

of tha summer the fort's arms wern sent to Annspolis and placed in

stgrége (Archives, vol,.t8: 395).

Cn Decémbér 16, 17?7, the Revolutionary Wer Office requested Col.
Moses Rawlings to inspesct Fort ?rederick and to report on needed repzirs
and other matters rels tln to its preperation for use zs & prison for
British soldiers (Stockbridge 1695: 862). Rewlings' reply was
;qkpcwledged by the War Office (Stockbrldga 1695: 862) a notice
was sent to Annapolis (Archives, vol., 16: L53)., Unfortunately, the

reply was not found during the course of preparing the present paper,

but its potential for revealing detalils zbout the fort mze it & prime

objéqt for future investigation. Stockbridge does not give the source

of his information about Re awlings, but the Papers of the Continental
Congress at the Library of Congress znd the Rawlings papers-in tne

Mg qund Historicel Society should be sesrched.) On December 29, 1777,

.thﬂ Coun011 in Jnndp011s notified the War Offnce thzt "The Fort and
Barracks are much out of Repair znd will reqﬁire & good Dezl of Work to

put them in proper Order to reéeive Prisoners, but no Time shzll be lost"
(Archives, vol. 16: L39). On December 22 thz Council encaged Semuel Hughes
to put the ", . . Fort Frederick Rarrezcks in Repzir, for the Reception of
Prisoners. . We shall be much obliged to you termploy Torkmen immediately

to do it. The Cap in the ¥&ll mede by Pindell, must be made up &zain and,




o
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zs we are informed, Doors &nd Windows will vanted as vwell as some Flank
for the rloors. They need only be done in & rough wey. M' Danton Jacques
told the Governor th t he belisved his ar d Kempner's 1ills could soon

furnish the Plank necessery . . o Great Expedition is necessary end

ficient

Mumber of Workmen to be hired" (Archives,

"b
v

Su:

(G

therafore we wish
vol, 16: Lh3-L). The repéirs were completed sometime sfter HMarch 27, 1778
(Archives, vol. 16: 526, SL5, 555) and Fughes wes paid 570 pounds, 9 pence
on June 15, 17737(Arch§ves, vol., 21: 137). Rawlingé was placed in charge
of the Fort Frederick prison in arch, 1778, and he evperienced great
difficulties in obtzining food and'supplies hecguse the loczl residents
would not accept govérnment credit or currency. In December, 1780, he
wrote to .Gov, Leé.ﬁ e o o My Situstion here is Truly zlarming, for the
prisoners rezly sﬁffef for water as well as méat, for the wells Eoth in

& out of ‘the fort zre DrJ, so that we Have water to fetch near Half &

mile . . ; the Prisoners attempted the other night to Force the gate but
were preveﬁted«from getting out by the alertness of the guard . . .M
(Aréhives;,vol._hS: 199).  According to one historicszl account some
pfisoners escapéd by dizging undér the walls, but no documentation is

cited (Willisgms 1995). In Hay, 1731, £59 prisonéré'(described as "men,
women, cnlldrnn, and sdllors") ware trdns?erred to’ Fort Frederick, znd

‘it was re portad to Gov. Lee thst ?¢w11ngs ldc<ed provisions or ﬁrpspect

of ", . . geting'any'repairs or zdditions mzde to the Harrcch zs he is
without Togls znd unzble to Procurs workmsn" (Archives, vol. h?: 25L, 257).
£dditional prisoners were sent following Cdrnﬁéllié's defeet at

Yorktown in Ocﬁober 1721 (Fitzpstrick 1925: 269-70; 1931-3L; Qoi. 23: 263),
and ﬂhe Coupcil in Anna polls noulf ed Rewlings thst '”0 enzble you to

provide for the Prisonars with thei Cuards we hereby azuthorize you to

N

impre

v

s or seisze, if not to e procured otherwide, z1l Articles necessery




e mre—

to repair the Derrzcks end other dousas for itne immediate Reception of
them, The Guerds end every Morkmsn tha®t can be got, ought to be employed o
in this ?u31n-us, «s well zs the Pfisvners" (Archives, vol. Li5: 4A65),

Two items of interest appezr in a state .ent submitted to the government

by Rawlings: "To cash psid two of British prisoners for cleening and
repairing well OutTldP fort £12 7s. 6p. To cash pzid two British

prisoners for. daubing and 1 “Uerplnnlno barracits, £12 7s. 6p." (quoted by
tockoridge 1995: 365).
It sh0u1d be nat that in 1777 some stone berracks were cons tructed

&t Frederick, 35 miles southeast of Fort Frederick, and used as & prison

until the end of the war in 1783 (uu iner 1902: 49-50). The Trederick

Berrzcks shogld not be confused with Fort Frederick..

Subsequent ta. the Revolutinon evailable descriptions of the fort
become incressingly ¥asue znd secondary. An unspecified early 19th
century source stetes that "Its wells arebentirely of stone, four and
& half feet thick &zt the bzse, and three at the tow. ‘Tney are &bt least

twenty feet high,

Qs

nd have undergone ‘bt little dilapidation, . . . It

encloses an arez of zout one and & nhalf acres evclusive of the bzstions

or redoubts" (quoted by Williams 1926: L1). An historian gives an
ezrly eyewitness account: Miwhen ths writer saw it, in the summer of

1828, the grezter part of it was still standing, end in & high state of

preservaztion in the midst of cultivated fields" (licMahon 1831: 325).

According to historisn J. T. Scharf, zn elderly residsnt of Indien

Springs {loczted zbout 3 miles north of Fort Frederick) reczlled thzt

Py 5
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wes khown as the Governsr's nouse. dJohn Forsythe iived in the fort, and
wes the last survivor of the generztion who haﬁ knowm it in the deys of
\the [§évoiutionar27 wart (Scharf 1382; vol, 2: 1297;.an znonymous news-
paper article published in 1631, probzbly written by Scherf, cerries the
s;me'account undex th é subtitle, "Gossip of the Pgst"), inother account
states that "“hen the Chesapezke énd Shis Cznal wes built ZT828-527 within
a guarter of ;.mile of it, é‘poftion of the fort's wall wus tzken to
construct & lock" (L. Hzmilton 1893), Other writers say that stones from
the barracks were used in the canal concuructlon (MecLachlan 1956; iish

1956: 125 Tort Frederick Iicentenniel Commission 1956). And others stzte

that the barracks burnsd betwesn 1799 and the Civil Var (Greene 1967).

Wearly =11 post-Civil War historical zccounts of rort Frederick state that

it was occupied by part of the Marylend First Regiment in 1861 during the

Civil War when a breach was made in the ssuth curtain west of the gate,

O

but documentsztion is never provided, During the winter of 1361-62 several
’ - . +
skirmishes are reported to have occurred in the vicinity of the fort

(Camper znd Xirkley 1271: 26)., TFurther déstruction of the fort is said

"to have occurred in the mid-1829's when the northwest bastion wus vartly’

demolished and a barn was erected on its lower part (Brpwn 1229: 177;
1931: 3;.Scherf 1882, v. 2: 1298). Stones were removed from the ezst
and wedt walls bto use in the fonundstions éf severzl dwellings in the
ares (Stockbridgé 191hL).

A visitor to the fort zbout 1898 wrote as follows: '"Inside the
fort we wzndered over two or thrse acres of uneven turf; one loosely
boarded-pver well remainsd; of the other there wss no sign. A dahcing

navilion stood bzck towards the r

Ry

L]

{

ar wall o . W A barnyezrd " . .

occupies thz plzce of the demolished fourth bastion o o " (L. Hamilton

1898), Another visitor to the fort in about 1210 relztes: "Intering




wall of the fort . . . At this time neerly zll of

standing and in such fzir condition as to be well

-gete cut through the wast curtzin znd the loss of the west bastion being the

greatest damezge to the structure. The woodwork hes entirely vanished--I
understznd through the .ezrnest of endszvor of relic egnd curiosity scekers
for epoil® (Mason 1910; the directions zre confusad in this narrztive the

1

original gete being in the south wall &nd the later "wagon gate as shown

The ezrliest known pictorizl representations of Fort Frederick are

small sketches'lackihg detzil., A pen and in dfawinq, said to hsve
been made by F, E. Majer in 1858, shows the walls of the fort in rather
ruined condition; tﬁe_barracks ere not vieible (Bowie 1945: f.p., 15u;

. ‘ R
Enoch Pratt Free Library, Maryland Dept., verticzl filej; also reproduced
in Scharf 1879, vol. 1: L91; 1832, vol. 2: 1298; Kuessmann and others
1955: 1L47). A smzll distant view published in an 1872 history text shows
two buildings toﬁering above the wulls of_the fort, an'obvioﬁély fanciful
reconsfruction (Onderdonk 1872: 90). 4n egriy photograph showing the
.eyteribr of one gurtai‘ znd & bastion in the background is reproduced

or Willisms (1904, vol., 1: f.p. LD).




A problem which eppeers io have been largely ignored by previous
investigzztors, with the evception of a passing comment (Mish 1956: 123),
is the exwtent to which the fort, as originally planned, was ever completed.
i

In & previons section of this report {(pp. 2-5) documents are quoted

wnich indicate hew th

&)

fort was to be built and that progress was being
.mede, bub no statement suggesting thati it was [inished has been found.
On the contrary, a year and a half after the fort was begun it was still

not completve end doubt was evpressed that it was necessary to finish_ it.

fn)

vear lzter Fort Frederick was no longer garrisoned, The tacit and

g
widely accepted assumption that each of the bsstions supported & six

pound cannon, for evample, is svparently bassd on how Sharpe envisioned
the completed fort. Wo evidence has been.fouud indicating that the cannon
were actually dounted, although the discovery of some si¥ pound cannon
ba11§ in the southwest hastion is comforting., Beall's letter (quoted

on p. }) suggrsts that the bastipns were to be completed first, but

that @ great deal more work reﬁaine&>to be done on . the curtazins at the
time he wrote in September, 1156. Zerhars the raggéd condition of the
tﬁpé of the curtsins ezrly in this century should not be entirely

sttributed to vandslism and weathering. ‘ » —
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Tarly Efforts zt Preservation znd Restorsztion

a1

Popular interest in nreserving Fort Frederick begen zc ezrly as

1981 (Agoni;mous 1881), and officdal interest was evpressed by the State
in 1892 (Erowﬁ 1923: IQS)._ ﬁhen the fort was eventually re-purchased
by tﬁe State in 1922 (it hed been sold in 1791), the terms of the
.agréement included removeal of the'barh;ﬁhich rested on the northwest
bastion (Brovm. 1929: 180), In 1927 " . + o the foundztions of the
original buildings [vere/ uncovered :nd marksd with monumenfs at the
corners (W. MecC. 1927)._ The'well inside the fort was restored in
1930 (McKinsey 19&1); E-rtensive restorztion wes berun in 193} with the
&id of the Civilian Conservaticn Corps. is the work was beginning, it
W& S nﬁted thet " . . . eech year.ireezing and. thawing result in
dlslodrwen+ of great numbers of stone froﬁ the top of the wall.A Only
tha foundations of the bzrracks and oiher buildings wnich stood within
the walls can now be trzced and it is hoped that svcavstion snd research
mzy meke known the type of buildings which once evisted" (W. J. Q. 193L:

c

The Archeologiczl and Historical Investigations of the 1930's,

In & joint effort from 193} to 1937 the Mzarvland Stete Department
of -Forestry, the Civilian Conservation Corp 3, and the Nationsl Park Service

undertook restoration of the fort walls, the northwest bastion and a portion

of the catwalk; the foundations of former buildings were built up to ground

level and capped (Porter 1936),
The hiztoriczl re s.crch seems to have relied hesvily on secondary

sources although an intensive but fruitless search was made for the

original plen of the fort, znd the evistence of thes 1756 letter by B2sll

(quoted on p. L) was noted for the first time.




The tsrm "archeoslogy" must be used advisedly with reference to most
of the dirging carried out by the Civilizn Conservatinn Coros in 193L &t
Fort Frederick, as it appears o have besn »Hrimarily directed at

uncovering building foundations. “hen Dr. Charles %J. Forter was apoointed

n‘\
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agional Historisn for the Hutional Pzrk Service in June 1935,

xS

the zrcheslogical work had been completed but no record had been made of

where the artifscts ware found. Forter attempted to remedy the situation

by hsving the same workmen who ewczvated the artifacts record the zpprovimate

locations in which they were found, but the catzlog vhich relates the
artifacts to & map has now béen misplzced, Porter zlso opened some

dditional trenches, but neither his trenches ner the earlier ones are

Qs

indicated on the archeological plans pressrved in the Division of History,

.

Kational Park Service, Washington, D. C. - No field notes or detaziled

-

photographs of the evcavations have been found, Jdccording to & newspaper

article, 10 inches of topsoil were removed and sifted in the 1 1/2 acre
’ D
interior of ths fort, &nd 17 miles of trenchss were dug in snd around the

fort (?u sgrave 1937) Fortunately, we do heve & short but informativ

>

progress report by Porter, his maps of ertifact locations, znd & mezsured

! )

plan of tha fort prepared &t the end of 1934 which includes %:few cross

\)

sactions znd some ewplanatory notes on the zrcheology.

The ercavati ons within the fort reves lel the stone foundations of
three 1ar§ bu11d1ncu, edcn with a different flosr plan, oth of the

east znd west buildings messure zbout 18 by 117 feet and contain four
H-sheped. store footi n*s for double fireplzces. Ancillary structures

near the east Structure, inferred % be berrscks, wre & well at the north
end znd twb'dataghed footings of unknovm purpose near the sovthwast cornsr.

The west structure iz considerably more complew than the east structure.




THs ®irenleace footincs ere relatively narrow and have hsarth supnorts.

rectanpular area megsurings 2 1/2 by 5 feet; adjzcent is an irregular arsa

-

"oose stoneld! lAnother fszture consists of & surface deposit of

m

tdebris-brick." The fourth structuvre near the west building ic a "drein

d "mess hall" on the
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and catch-basin,"
archeolorical map prepared by Porter, The north structure, or officers!
quarters, measures 28 by 96 feet znd the foundations indicate a large
central room &nd two quartered wings. TFooting for « large four-sided
fireplace vere found in the east wing; the zbsence of [ireplace footings

in the wsst wing suggest that it mey hezve been used for storage. 2L note
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rather narrow end wers originally ali brought to atout the same greade and
levelad off, This would probebly indicate log structures.™ Porter wss
inclined to believe that *the letter written br Resll (quoted_ezrlier in
this report) also indiczt2d the presence of log superstructures end brick
chimneys., 1lzany secondary historicel soruces state that the barracks weres
me’e of s*one, tut there arpezrs to be no support f~r this sugrestion in

s i ; e sl
the originzl 18th century sources. The earliest reference to stone barracks

at Tort Trederick vhichhas b2en found anpears in & newspzper under the
ibhezding "Goseip of the Past" (Anonymous 1871), 12 account
reprintad in the widely distributed znd quoted ™Iistory of “estern
“ - ’ ~ ra 00 a ~.
~1and" by Scharf (1982, vol. 23 1297).
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4 Ffourth stone foundztion was found " o . . Just ocutside the
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¥o- documenbtary evidence for .such & structurs at Fort Fredarick
is known, Rzther curlously, Porter's zrchesloszicel mep does not snow this
structure, znd it is not meantioned in recent secondary sources or in

time Porter mzde his report in Sctober, 1936, he was not zware that & 19th

century barn hed been removed from this arsz éhout 1523, It iz &lso’
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possible thzt the barn mzde use of &an ezrlier
The remzins of & log cabin foundation measuring 12 by 18 feet
found nzar near Eig Fool Hoad 2100 feet north of the fort; remains of

) End)

another structure were found 590 -feet northwest of the log czbin. The

(LU

31gn1f1cdﬂue of these structures is not ¥nown, but they probezdly do not:
relate to the fort,

The' evcavations &lso revezled & "thin layer 5f decayed wood" in the

centers of the northeast and southwest bastions, and some "shale over
decayed wood" near the south edzes of the northesst beastion (1934
archaologiczl map); no interpretation of these features is offered.

The
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any feztures which could be internreted as latrines

Fad

or refnse pits is very puzz ling, espscially if

the e-caveations were as
thorough &s tne °cdntv records sgzgest.
= =
A number of historians have asserted or implied that the curtain

and *the bestions were~strangbthened with-earthen emoznkmpnts (eegey— — - ==~

[419]

Lowdermilk 1878: 197; Scharf 1882, vol. 1: 97; Williams 1906: hl), and

—h

this may sasm 1o be implied in Sharpe's frequently cited letter to

Dinwiddie in which he szys "e face the Ezshions znd Curtsins with
Stone . . " (Archives, vol. A: Lb9). On the other hand, the
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) construction of tha ctﬁne wezlls tnemselvaes imply ctherwise:  ihe




from the bastions when the fort

‘perts of the

Coloniszl™ (l9°h archeolo

hase

zn czrthen banguette,

£y

supnort

were pointed with mortar only on

oointed on both the outside and

3,

wes not bankzd up zgsinst them. ™

"The or E

Ch

plan reads

mives, The mortar on the

The mortsr used for pointin

7 lime and 25% sznd.

and batter on the evierior to 3 feet

three foet t
More
the outside

inside

nal mortazr in the fort

interior of the wzlls is zbout

Evidence was found tuat originzl

[N,

hick znd not bhettered.

ware nob

strong enough to

over, unlike the bzstion l]s which

-y

ace, the curtzin wells were
3

=y

om

ces thereby showing thzt dirt

1

A notstion on the 1634 archeoloziceal

walls is of two different
503 lime and 50%

arterior fzces of the fort walls

1y the entire

fort walls were pointed on both evterior znd interior faces except on the

interior of the bastions.

were probably originally filled with

est &nd

Ui

filled ¢ n the south-

gmount of fill wazs found just in froht of the bestions.

both the north-west

found sprezd out over the zround.

of the other two bastions. Tt ca

v e

we
Revolution (Porter 1936: 3).

There is vpractically no infor

which were recovered during the archesnlogical evcavetions.

fragments-of—china,—glass; nails;

ecept

bzstion, . . all brick fregments i

displzy in the visitor center zt F

"The interior of eszch

south-east

and north-east bastions severzl feet of

fort evcept the bastions.

aw 1 gat iro ails and twv
few wrougaht iron nails and two

ogical plan).

bzstion indic:tes they
2arth as theyr eithéer szre pertially
bastions or & very largé
In front of
£i111 wes
Also quite & lot being found in front
n be inferred that the fill was removed

isdnrduring the

s converted into & pr

mztion zvailable zbout the artifacts

"Antique

-buttons, ~etes have-teen found in &1l - -

Here nothing at all was found

cannon bzlls in the south-west
including glazed brick are definitely
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of the ewgaveted artifects is unknown., The map prepared br Porter sueprests
thet very few artifuzcts {less then 125) were cataloged; perhzps only the

.

more complete or unusual specimens were retained,

The Recent Proposazl for Additional Reconstruction

In 1965 the Marvyland Department of Forests and Parks prepared

o

& proposal for further restorstion and reconstruction &t Fort l“r'edf-*fr' ck.
The proposal, based on research by Willizm Browm, III, and associates of
the reactivated First Maryland Regiment, is largely interpretive but
re_flects familiarity with the more readily available historical sources
and with other mid-18th century fortifications. On the other hand, the
proposel seems to re_flect & willingness to accept some very vague and
tenuous date as "the details necessary for & very reliable and zccurate
reconstruction,”

The evidence for log magzzinss ¥#in both the southwest znd northeast
bzstions is not conclusive. The only contemporary reference does
refer to "magzzines,”" but it was written by &n officer who probebly had
little or no evact information sbout Fort Frederick (cited on p. 6).
Historiszns usually refer to only one magazine, but this mzy be based on
s=sumptions rather than on any facts known to them (Hamilton 1898;
Lowdermilk 1878: 197; L. Wilson 1933: 5). 2v analogy with Fort Cumberland,
Porter (1936: 2) &lso zssumed there wes only one magazine., The archeologicel
eveczvations revealed a "thin layer of decaved wood" in the cdenter of both

0]

the northezst and southwsst bastions, both of which are slightly larger
th=n the other two bzstions., 2As the proposel for reconstruction

1itional arch=olorciczl evplorztion may provide some

he number, locztion, construction, znd size
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Tha reconstructed cetwell, gute, end sentry boves are plsnnad

entirely by analogy to thosa st oth-r 18%h century forts; it is

possible that some historicel snd archeological (postmalds) evidence
cen be fouﬁdf

The best availeble historicsl and archeologiczal eVidenée sugzest
that the barracks were made of logs rgtner than stone as many historians
have asserted, To the list of evidenée cited in the proposal can e

added the reference to "daubing and undervinning harrscks” mentioned

in an

]

srlier section of this report (p. 9). Hevertheless, more
conclusive evidence about the construction of the barracks 1s needed,

especially since there is no direct evidence regerding the details of

A

their superstructures. It is very probzhle that additional historical
L and architectursl resezrch, znd possibly ercheslogical resezrch, would
be very rewzrding,

The proposzl states thst when the for® was used as z prisdn during

the.Revolutionary War "Hany log huts were constructed on the parszde to
. s . the X .
house the prisoners. OCutside of the Fort, on west side, a tower was

constructed to watch over the prisoners.® These statements nesd to be

verified and amplified.
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o
restoration of Fort Frederick is neither possible or “esiruble, The

zozl siiould he to mzke it accurate within the limits of surviving

i)

avidencs, and to #llow the park visitor the ewvmerience of
reconstructing s pert of the past in his ow mind.

5 thorough znd cerefully ﬂﬂcumenteﬂ program of ressarch should te
undertzken in three prinCiprl zreas: srcheslsgy, history, and
architecture; Each.of thése heve been previously ipvestig ted et Fort
Frederick,,but none apresr to have bhaen adeguately or thoroughly
resezrched 1n dpptn. 411 three are closely interrelated, hut each

requires its specizl gkills to obtain the maximum amount of informaztion,

(¢}

4 team of three ¢l%s2ly coovaratin

Archeolozy. Ths zrcheslogist would act as principal investigator
until the conclusion of the archaological and historicsl research when

the project would de turned over to the srchitect for final decisi

[N
o)
3
6]

zhont the reconsiruction, The archeologist shonld begin by zttempiing to

o

recover zs much information zs possible about the eveavations ncde in 193kL-5.
In addition to the records slrezdy supvlied by the lational Fark Service,

others mzy be availible from the Haticral Archives or in the old files of
the “z rvldnd State Department of Forestry. These dstz, as well as any
‘artifactS‘that are avallatle, should he carefully reviewed. Zarly-

photographs of the fort snouvld be sougiatb

idditional studies t5 be carrisd

out by ths, archeolozist before starbtinz the e-cevations include & criticel

)

evamination of the zround surface in the vicinity of ths fori both from

wiogradhs,  In the mezntime, the historicul

the ground end from zerlel me ,




29

end n °11m nary architecturs) rescazrch should be ne zring completion

ince it is impossible

1]

dztermire belforehend how productive the archeclogical eveazvitionz mey be,

l

espacislly since there iz no precise record of the orev1ous investigations,
the evcuvations should be of & preliminary nsture. This will permit
tQS correlstion of the zrcheological, historicul, and architactural data

st an esrly time so it can be decided .if more investigations are warranisd.

Test excavations chould be mede in verious places within and outside the

-

fort in order to determine the extent of the lormer evcavations and to
ssmple areas which mey be undisturbed. 3Hore extensive investigations

should te made in selacted arezs, TFor purposes of the preliminsry study

the mzin archeslogicel work should be reztricted to one of the baufloqs
N P et T e e e e A——T TS ¢
/—\-—_—————\________’__g,_/ ==
(eithesr the southwest or northeast), and_to'one of the barrsck foundations.
\

»~the bzrrzcks the archenslogist would be zttempting to

n

,..h
-

In evcavat

e}

dopuqeﬂt details of tn-lr construction znd to recover informaticn
overloﬁked oy pfevions investigat qnu. It would glso he useful to
szrch for & letrine or dump sree G ;f could bs sampled for artifacts
since few artifacts will probshly be recovered elsewhere and since the

evallsble eollections are anparenily smzll znd selective.

History. Previous historical resesrch on Fort Frederick hes

empnasized its military &nd political significance &nd has relied
primarily on the_readily available sources reviewed in zn earlier section
of -this. report.. -Most. of these.zare official documents which contain
remarkably few of ths kind of deueals nseded for purposns of reconstruction.

Apparently, little or no effort nas been msde to discover nrivate

corresdondence, contemporary newspaper shoriss (for exception see
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[

L. Hemilton 1298), dieries, znd other sources which are more likely

‘"‘J

to contein descr:v\ ions 2Ff ths fart zs well es lensthy comments zbout

7
various topics from which sonme

LJ

ght 1ntv 1] e st the fort cen he
obteined. Lists of cupplies, ewpense accounts, inventoriés, and deeds
.frequently provide much usefvl information. The.historical resesrch

shﬁuld not be restricted to the eiarliest period of the fort because

z2 aboub its later appeérance Qnd ﬁodifications will contribute to an
understanding of the original situation. An Historian skilled in archival
research - is needed. Some obyiomé sources are the, Papers »f the

Continental Congress zt the Library of Congress znd family histories

and papers of mén known ﬁo have been et Fort Frederick in the 18th

centurj. Siﬂce the names of me 0y of the persons conhected with the

éariy history of Tort Frederick are known, collections of their -p zpers
vhich may e?isit'cén be located throﬁgh the finding indeves and

descriptions of'holdings which have peean made avalladle by many

archives &nd libreries in racent yvears., ZRenewed efforts should be

" -

mude to locate an eerly plan for the fort since we know from one of

Sharpe's letters (nuoted, p. L) that such & vlan wee in Annapolis shortly
after Sharpe returncd from beginning construction of the fort: The
historian needs only to be familiar with archeslogy and architscture
to.the.evtent,thgt he can recognize th: trpaes of information which me;
be useful to the archeologist and architect. Haterials found can be
veroved or transcribed and made available to the ércheologist and .
erchitect for their study; It is important that the historian understand
the contevt and circumstances in which vzrious documents were producs
siﬂce-they.f flect the wzy in which they came inito teing. 4 by-product

the historians research could te & new and adequate history thut

would be & poovular ssles item at the Farldls visitor canber,




erchitecture would d=gign suthentic

reconstructions st Since we czn not hopa te lezrn every

criticsl detsil of the fort through zrcheslogical or historicel

research, inferences must be made by studvying other mid-18th century

The historian could =id

forts for which information is availalle.

the architect in leerning
might even be possible to

vwere in Sharpe's personal

more about Gov. Sharpe's background; it
les rn vhich books on military enzineering

livrary.
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